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DETAILED ACTION 

1 , A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set forth in 
37 CFR 1 .17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this application is 
eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.1 14, and the fee set forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) 
has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action has been withdrawn pursuant to 
37 CFR 1.114. AppUcant's submission filed on 12/20/2005 has been entered. Claims 2, 8, 12, 
and 19-31 are currently pending in the application. An action follows below: 

Drawings 

2. The drawings are objected to under 37 CFR 1 .83(a). The drawings must show every 
feature of the invention specified in the claims. Therefore, the feature, "the second sash of claim 
20 or the multi-task window of claim 28 is entirely receivable into the wall adjacent the window 
frame", must be shown or the feature(s) canceled from the claim(s). No new matter should be 
entered. 

Corrected drawing sheets in conq)liance with 37 CFR 1 . 121(d) are required in reply to 
the Office action to avoid abandonment of the application. Any amended replacement drawing 
sheet should include all of the figures appearing on the immediate prior version of the sheet, 
even if only one figure is being amended. The figure or figure number of an amended drawing 
should not be labeled as "amended." If a drawing figure is to be canceled, the appropriate figure 
must be removed from the replacement sheet, and where necessary, the remaining figures must 
be renumbered and appropriate changes made to the brief description of the several views of the 
drawings for consistency. Additional replacement sheets may be necessary to show the 
renumbering of the remaining figures. Each drawing sheet submitted after the filing date of an 
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application must be labeled in the top margin as either "Replacement Sheet" or ^'New Sheet" 
pursuant to 37 CFR 1 . 121(d). If the changes are not accepted by the examiner, the appUcant will 
be notified and informed of any required corrective action in the next OflBce action. The 
objection to the drawings will not be held in abeyance. 

Claim Objections 

3. Claim 28 is objected to because of the following informalities: "that" in line 2 should be 
changed to — and — in order to clarify that the tap, rather than the window, protrudes into the 
frame. Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 VSC§112 

4. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of making 
and using it, in such fiill, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the art to which it 
pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall set forth the best mode 
contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

5. Claims 20, 28 and 29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, first paragraph, as containing 
subject matter which was not described in the specification in such a way as to enable one skilled 
in the art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and/or use the 
invention. 

Regarding to claims above, the disclosure, when filed, does not contain sufficient 
information regarding to the claimed feature, " the second sash of claim 20 or the multi-task 
window of claim 28 is entirely receivable into the wall adjacent the window fi-ame" . so as to 
enable one skilled in the art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to 
make and/or use the invention. The disclosure, page 2, Une 29 through page 3, line 17, only 
contains information as much as recited in the claims. However, the disclosure, when filed, does 
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not contain sufficient information regarding to how the entire third sash window 135 
(corresponding to the claimed second sash of claim 20 and the multi-task window of claim 28) 
can extend beyond the frame perimeter 120 or is entirely received into the adjacent wall. 
Moreover, if the entire third sash window 135 could extend beyond the frame perimeter 120 or 
could be entirely received into the adjacent wall (i.e., all elements of the window 135 must be 
located out of the frame perimeter), the sash window 135 is no longer in contact with the bottom 
frame 111 and the top frame 112, thereby no longer being housed in the window frame. This is in 
contrast to the feature, "the second window of claim 19 or the multi-task window of claim 21 
housed in the window frame. Furthermore, when the entire third sash window 135 could extend 
beyond the frame perimeter 120 or could be entirely received into the adjacent wall, which 
element supports for the sash window and allows the window moving back to the window frame. 
Accordingly, the disclosure, when filed, does not fairly contain sufficient information regarding 
to the above underlined claimed feature, so as to enable one skilled in the pertinent art to make 
and use the claimed invention. 

6. It is noted to AppHcants that the original claims 7 and 8 similarly recited the above 
imderlined feature and were rejected for the same reason above. See the Office Action dated 
08/04/2004. Further, due to the rejection under 35 USC 1 12, first paragraph, to claims 20, 28 and 
29, the following rejections to these claims are based as best understood by the examiner. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

7. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this tiUe, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
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having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

8. Claims 2, 8, 12 and 19-31 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 

Mitchell (USPN: 3,896,589) and further in view of McManigal (USPN: 5,253,051). 

As per claims 8 and 19-29, Mitchell discloses a window unit comprising a window frame 

(1 1) (fig. 1; col. 3, Une 8) and two windows (two horizontally movable window sashes 12a, 12b; 

see fig. 1; col. 3, lines 8-9) including a first window (12a) and a second window (12b) (or a 

multi-task window of claim 21). Mitchell fiirther teaches two sash windows (12a, 12b) capable 

of moving along a horizontal window unit axis (col. 3, lines 5-10 and hnes 55-62), thereby 

inherently creating or forming an opening in the window frame and in the wall of the structure. 

Mitchell fiirther teaches a tap (a handle 95, see fig. 1) for allowing a user to grasp and easily to 

move the window. Mitchell does not expressly teach one of the two windows including a display 

module for receiving a display signal and displaying the display signal. Accordingly, Mitchell 

discloses all the claimed limitations of these claims except a display module housed or included 

in the window and the window being receivable into the wall adjacent the window frame (claim 

19) or at least a portion of the window extending beyond the frame perimeter (claim 21), as 

presently claimed. 

However, McManigal discloses a window unit comprising two windows, a first window 
(a window including two left portions 32 as shown in fig. 6) and a second window or a multi- 
task window (see fig. 6) including a video screen 31 (corresponding to the claimed display 
module) and three remaining portions 32 (see fig. 6). McManigal fiirther teaches the display 
module (video display 10/31, see figs, 2 and 6, col. 2, hnes 64-66, col. 5, line 31) adapted to 
receive a display signal from a display signal source (col. 1, hne 61 through col. 2, line 1). 
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Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention was made to provide a display module in the first or second window of Mitchell, in 
view of the teaching in the McManigal reference, because this would provide the user to view 
simultaneously the outside scene and the selected scene presented on the video display, as 
recognized by one of ordinary skilled in the art as taught by McManigal (col. 1, line 40 through 
col. 2, Une 29). 

However, the combination of Mitchell and McManigal as discusses above still fails to 
teach the window being receivable into the wall adjacent the window frame (claim 19) or at least 
a portion of the window extending beyond the frame perimeter (claim 21), as presently claimed. 
Official Notice is taken that at least a portion of the window or the entire window extending 
beyond the frame perimeter or into the wall is well known and e3q)ected in the art, e.g., the 
operation of the vehicle window or the door of an elevator. Further, the benefits of using at least 
a portion of the window or the entire window extending beyond the frame perimeter or into the 
wall to provide a fiiU range of opening are well known and expected in the art. Therefore, it 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention was made 
to modify the Mitchell window capable of extending beyond the frame perimeter or entirely 
being received into the wall adjacent the frame, because this would provide a full range of 
opening. 

Regarding to claims 2, 12, and 30, McManigal discloses that the display module is a 
liquid crystal display adapted to receive a digital display signal from the display signal source 
(col. 3, line 65 through col. 4, line 9). Further, McManigal discloses that the display module is a 
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CRT device conventionally adapted to receive an analog display signal from the display signal 
source (col. 2, lines 64-66, col. 4, lines 1-9). 

Regarding to claim 31, as noting in fig. 2, col. 5, line 25, McManigal discloses a speaker 

(24'). 

9. Claims 2, 8, 12 and 19-31 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Portwood (USPN: 3,861,444) and further in view of McManigal (USPN: 5,253,051). 

As per claims 19-27, Portwood discloses a window unit (see Fig. 1) con5)rising a window 
frame (1) (Fig. 1; col. 2, Une 31) and two windows (two horizontally movable window sashes 9; 
see Fig. 1; col. 2, Hnes 36-37) including a first window (e.g., a right window 9 as shown in Fig. 
1) and a second window (a left window 9 as shown in Fig. 1) (or corresponding to a multi-task 
window of claim 21). Portwood further teaches two sash windows (9) capable of moving along a 
horizontal window unit axis (Fig. 1, col. 2, lines 36-37), thereby inherently creating or forming 
an opening in the window frame and in the wall of the structure. Portwood does not expressly 
teach one of the two windows including a display module for receiving a display signal and 
displaying the display signal. Accordingly, Portwood discloses all the claimed limitations of 
these claims except a display module housed or included in the window and the window being 
receivable into the wall adjacent the window frame (claim 19) or at least a portion of the window 
extending beyond the frame perimeter (claim 21), as presently claimed. 

However, McManigal discloses a window unit comprising two windows, a first window 
(a window including two left portions 32 as shown in fig. 6) and a second window or a multi- 
task window (see fig. 6) including a video screen 3 1 (corresponding to the claimed display 
module) and three remaining portions 32 (see fig. 6). McManigal further teaches the display 
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module (video display 10/31, see figs. 2 and 6, col. 2, lines 64-66, col. 5, line 31) adapted to 
receive a display signal from a display signal source (col 1, line 61 through col. 2, line 1). 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention was made to provide a display module in the first or second window of Portwood, in 
view of the teaching in the McManigal reference, because this would provide the user to view 
simultaneously the outside scene and the selected scene presented on the video display, as 
recognized by one of ordinary skilled in the art as taught by McManigal (col. 1, line 40 through 
col. 2, Une 29). 

However, the combination of portwood and McManigal as discusses above still fails to 
teach the window being receivable into the wall adjacent the window frame (claim 19) or at least 
a portion of the window extending beyond the frame perimeter (claim 21), as presently claimed. 
Official Notice is taken that at least a portion of the window or the entire window extending 
beyond the frame perimeter or into the wall is well known and expected in the art, e.g., the 
operation of the vehicle window or the door of an elevator. Further, the benefits of using at least 
a portion of the window or the entire window extending beyond the frame perimeter or into the 
wall to provide a ftiU range of opening are well known and expected in the art. Therefore, it 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention was made 
to modify the Portwood window capable of extending beyond the frame perimeter or entirely 
being received into the wall adjacent the frame, because this would provide a full range of 
opening. 

Regarding to claims 2, 12, and 30, McManigal discloses that the display module is a 
liquid crystal display adapted to receive a digital display signal from the display signal source 
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(col. 3, line 65 through col. 4, line 9). Further, McManigal discloses that the display module is a 
CRT device conventionally adapted to receive an analog display signal from the display signal 
source (col. 2, lines 64-66, col. 4, lines 1-9). 

Regarding to claims 8, 28, and 29, as discussed in the rejection to claim 21 above, 
Portwood in view of McManigal discloses the window extending beyond the frame perimeter. 
However, the combination of Portwood in view of McManigal fails to teach a tab, as presently 
claimed. Official Notice is taken that the benefit of using a tab disposed on a siding window and 
protruding into the frame in order to guide an operator to horizontally slide the window back and 
forth and to prevent the siding window out of track is weU known and expected in the art. 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention was made to provide a tab disposed in on the sliding window of Portwood, because 
this would guide an operator to horizontally slide the window back and forth and prevent the 
siding window out of track. 

Regarding to claim 31, as noting in fig. 2, col. S, line 25, McManigal discloses a speaker 

(24'). 

Response to Arguments 

10. Applicant's argument filed 1 1/21/2005 has been fully considered but it is not persuasive. 
Applicant argues that neither Mitchell nor McManigal discloses any kind of window that is 
receivable into the wall adjacent the window frame (see page 7, last paragraph, of the 
amendment filed on 1 1/21/2005). Examiner agrees; however, as discussed in the detailed 
rejection above, the feature, "the window is receivable into the wall adjacent the window frame" 
is well known and expected in the art. See the rejections above. 
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Conclusion 



1 1 , Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Jimmy H. Nguyen whose telephone number is 571-272-7675. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Thursday, 8:00 a.m. - 5:00 p.m. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Bipin Shalwala can be reached at 571-272-7681. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is (571) 273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an apphcation may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Pubhc PAIR. Status information for unpubUshed 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov . Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 




JHN 

March 13, 2006 



Jimmy H. Nguyen 
Primary Examiner 
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